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Women as Jurors in Divorce and Murder Cases

Bring Out

Many of Sex Say They Should Serve No Mat-
ter How Unpleasant the Testimony nor
'How Gruelling the Ordeal of.Deciding on

Life or Death---Others, Both Men and:

Women, Believe Feminine Voters Should
Be Spared Embarrassment and Pain by Ex-
clusion in Certain Actions

S a sex women are ready and willing
to serve their country and their fellow
citizens by taking their places in the jury
box. British authors may rail at the in-
decency and unpleasantness to which they
may be subjected In the trial of certain
cases, but few women will 8inch if civic
duty calls.
One or two of those interviewed for
- the purpose of learning the consensus do
cling to the old fashioned anti-suffragist
notions about women holding themselves
aloof from and closing their ears to the
details of life's many tragedies as told on
the witness stand, But their number is
few.
The others, who are in the great ma-
jority, advance the opinion that a mixed
gathering in a jury box would become a
factor in the destructfon of the double
standard of morals.
Limit the jury women; for the present,
to married women, suggests another. It
would make it less embarrassing in the
_case of a divorce trial. Still another

feminine voters pool-poohs this sugges-
tion and advocates calling only mature
women to jury service.

Almost every woman questioned on
the subj which has aroused such feel-
ing in England, where six women sat with
six men in the jury box during the hear-
ing of a divorce case where the counsel
for ope side declared he had had to sup-
press a part of the evidence because of
the presence of the women, expressed her-
self as willing to serve whenever called
upon. These women, representing the va-
rious political es and club activities,
point with pride to the State of New
Jersey, which has already called its re-
cently enfranchised for hearing of both
civil and criminal actions.

Men whose opinlions were asked, in-
cluding Justices of the Supreme Court,
magistrates and prominent lawyers, dif-
fered in their views as to the advisability
of women serving on juries in criminal
cases. .

In a bigamy case tried recently in
England the defendant objected to having
four women on the jury and his objection
was upheld. In replacing the women
jurors by men the Judge said the onjec-
tion to women and his action in uphold-
ing it should not be taken as a slight to
the sex.

I8S HELEN VARICK BOSWELL,

assotiate chalrman of the Republi-

can County «Committee, looks for-
ward to the time when New York State
women will be eligible for jury duty.
‘“*There I8 no reason why women should not
assume this responsibility,” she sald, “but
only women of muture age should serve.
It would not be right to summon immature
girls. Women could thus be used to great
advantage In the operation of our laws.
Women should be willing to serve the State
in this way. First try them In the clivll
vourts and then call them for service in the
criminal courts..

“Women jurors have acquitted themselves
with credit in New Jersey. The Judge and
the attendants and the counsel were full
of pralse for their first efforts In rendering
a verdlet.

“I don't see that a divorce trial should
mnke any difference In the selection of a
Jury. It is just as fair to have a divorce
case tried by slx men and slx women as by
twelve men, As there must be a woman
in every divorce case, why should not wom-
en sit In judgment? And if there is a co-
respondent, this person may or may not be
o woman, so why should mot a representa-
tive of that person's sex be called upon to
asslst In determining the merits of the
case?"

Mrs. Shuler Sees No Reason
To Draw Line on Divorce Cases
Mrs. Frank E. Shuler of the National
American Woman Suffrage Assoclation sald
that one reason for having women on ju-
ries Is the fact that women are constantly
belng thrown with men; they work with
men In office bulldings; they are assoclated
with them at home, s fathers, brothers
or husbands, and they meet them every-
where. “But [ have an 1dea we will to
that gradually,” she sald. “It Is always
that way with any change. Women will
by serving on juries composed en-
tirely of their own sex and when they have
nequired experience they will be asked to
serve on mixed juries,
“For generations the world has belleved In
the double standard of morals and that
men were ever so much worse than women.

{

That is taken for granted, Yet there are

nlmost ng many decent minded men as
women. A man must sow his wild oats

A woman, not being permitted this liberty,
gains a keener moral sense,

“Why a divorce trial should be any more
shocking to a woman than to a man I can-
not understand. There are murder trials
where the evidence produced is equally un-
pleasant,. Why draw the line at divorce?’

Miss Laura Skinner, member of the
women's executive committee of the Re-
publican State Committee, 1s not ready to
see women eccupying a place in the jury
box. “I look upon women as competent to
serve on juries of any kind,” she declared,
“but do they want to be called on to declde
all sorts of cases? I deplore the fact that
if they serve at all they must come in con-
tact with crime and divorce. Men and
women are equals mentally, but not physl-

cally, FEven in my suffrage arguments, and
I have been a suffrage worker, 1 never
belleved that women should be subjected
to the nervous experlences that men are.”

Mrs. Lilllan R. Sire, president of the
Women's Democratic Polltleal League, be-
lleves that women are Just as capable of
Judging cnses as men. “I do not think
that anything occurs In the world of affairs
that I8 too delicate a matter for women
to understand. Only rot exlsts in the dark-
ness and when It 1s brought out Into the
light 1t 1s killed. It ls a mistake to keep
women in ignorance for fear a little knowl-
edge will harm them.

“Women ulways take the moral side of
any question. We are supposed to have
mueh more backbone than men, greater
mornl stamina, Then if we have why
should it not be made useful to the State
through jury service, even In crime and
illvorce trials?”

Miss Mary Wood, chairman of the legis-
lative committee of the New York City
Federation of Women's Clubs, feels that
women should be called to their full re-
sponsibllities and serve on a Jury whenever
summoned. “T have looked up all the state-
ments published about the way women
have nequitted themselves in the jury box
and the majority of the Judges spenk very
highly of the new Jurors” she sald.
“"Women wanted the vote and now they
have it and with its possession should come
a foller knowledge and participation in the
affairs of the State.

“There is one point I think needs some
conslderation by Judges, jurors, clerks and
others connected with the courts, and that
Is providing gpecial rooms for women where
the Jury has to go over the evidence offered
In a ense far into the nlght or when the
Jury s locked up. It might be embarrnssing
to have a mixed Jury In sach instances,
Though’ It Isn't any worse for men and
women to st up all night fighting over a
verdiet than at a jazz cafe.”

Mrs. John Booth, first vice-president of
the New York State Federation of Women's
Clubs, Is thoroughly 1n sympathy with the
movement to place women in the Jury box.
“There I8 no part of the duties of citizen-
ship women shonld try to evade,”" ahe de-
clared. “They should not hesaltate to serve
nnd should welcoma a change of leglalation
which would make women eligible for jury
service In this State”

Mrs. George H. Childs, president of the
Women's Democratie Club, declared that
she Is anxlous to serve om a jury. “We

Diwerse Opinions on Advisability

Assistant United States Attorney-General, wo
Attorney’s office, would give Judges the power to exclude women.

Judge Florence E. Allen (at left below says women should serve; Justice Cohalan favors some discrimination; Annette Abbot Adams
uld disregard sex question; George Gordon Battle (at extreme right), formerly in the District |

wanted the vote,” she an[d, “and now are
we going to sit down complacently and let
the other voters go and gerve In our places?
Every woman should be compelled to serve
when summoned, except, of course, where
there are special reasons for excusing her.
It's a ffty-fifty arrangement that we
wanted ; now let us accept it If It 1s offered
to us. I belleve in Insisting that women
serve In all cases and on mixed juries when
desired, not barring divorce or murder.
The day has gone by when we can hide be-
hind the men and let them assume our re-
sponsibilities,

“To limit the service to married women
would not be following the free spirit of
Amerlea. Limit those who serve to women
of mature age, say, poasibly a woman
nf 25."

Annette Abbot Adams Would
Accept Jurors Regardless of Sex

Annette Abbot Adams, first woman to
hold the lmportant position of Assistant
Attorney-General of the United States, be-
lleves that sex has no place In the court
room. It Is her oplnlon that since the ex-
tension of the suffrage to women has placed
them on an equal footing politically with
men there Is no reason why there should
not be mixed juries of men and women, re
gardless of whether the cases bhe murder,
divorce or others Involving more serlous
moral amnd sex questions

“Mixed jurles” sald Mrs, Adams In re
sponse to a question by a New Yonk Hem-
ALp correspondent, “certainly If they come
that way. Take them ns they come out
of the box, whether they be all men, all
women or mixed. A Juror 1s a ‘person,’
not a male or female.

“As to thls moral {ssue In mixed jurles
that 18 belng waved llke a red flag, T think
that 1t is all piffle. 1 don't belleve any-
body's morals are golng to he rulned by
facing facts together, And hesldes, parlor
talk doesn't lenve many fresh shocks for
the jury room."

A quizzieal expression came over Mrs
Adam#’s face as she added that you couldn't
keep the women ont of the court room any-
way. If they were carefully “protected”
out of the jury box, yon wounld find them
as defendant, plalntiff or on the witness
stand nnd alwdys In the avdlence till the
Judge put them out.

Mra Adams belleves that, since we llve
In a mixed world of men and women, the
only way to get a really representative Jury
is to mix it

burglary and murder.

Woman Judge Approves Mixed Juries

BELIEVE that in practically every kind of case tried to a jury,

civil and criminal, women may serve together with men as jurors,
to the furtherance of substantial justice.

One great hindrance to the proper conduct of the ordinary trial
is the difficulty of securing intelligent jurors. Having women serve
upon the jury more than doubles the number of intelligent citizens
available for jury service This is true because, with the exception of
the women with young children, women of education and intelligence
have more Jeisure, relatively, than men of equal education and intelii-
gence. We therefore should use women for jury service unless some
obvious disadvantage arises from their use. :

In my experience, which has been confined wholly to criminal
courts, no disadvantages have arisen from the use of women on mixed
juries. I know of no instance in which the women have failed to co-
operate with the men upon the juries. We do not, in Ohio, try divorce
cases to a jury, but I have had women in cases involving robbery,
They are extremely attentive and follow the
evidence with conscientious interest. The men jurors have commented
favorably upon their work, and in general the women who have served
upon my mixed juries have given excellent satisfaction.

Judge of Court of Common Pleas, Cleveland, Ohio.

FLORENCE E. ALLEN,

“Not that the mixing should be compul-

sory,” sald Mrs. Adams, "It would be In-
advisable to have any regulations nt all as
to how many men or how many women
there shall be on any jury. That would em-
phasize again the thing that I have stead-
fastly opposed, privately and publicly —sex in
cltizenship. The number of men or women
on any specific jury should be left to work
itself out, subject to the nsual weeding by
challenges, peremptory or otherwise. There
{8 no more necessity for stipulating the pro-
portion of men and women than the propor-
tion of professional men to day Inborers, or
native born to natumlized.”

Nor does Mre, Adams belleve In special
exemptions or privileges for women tales
men. She successfully opposed the Incor-
poration of any such In the amendment to
the Callfornia Constitution which was nec-
essary In order to make women eligible to
Jury duty, Nor would she grant the valld-
ity of any practical objections to mixed
Juries in cases which required locking np
the jury over night

“The way this is handled In California,”
she sald, “ls for the Bheriff to go out and
pet 0 sulte of rooms at a hotel. Then he
locks all doors communlcating and other-
wise and keeps the keys. And I never
heard that It made any difference to the
Sherlff whether he locked up men or women
In the respective rooms. Besldes, the cnses
that necessitate keeping juries locked up

over night are comparntively few and far
hetween,”

“l not only helleve In juory duty for
women as a clvle duty, only too sadly neg-

.,@""‘,.....‘ i

because of its wonderful educational value
to the womgn themselves."

Mrs. Axel O, Ihlseng, president of the
Century Theatre Club, gave ber views as
follows : \

“To me It seems so perfectly absurd that
there should be any objection to Women
serving on jurles that I canvot understand
the point of view of the opposition, Wornen
have to take thelr place In the world, they
have to face life and death, the care of the
home, the rearing of children, slde by side
with men, so why oot look in the same
strulghtforward way at thelr responsibili-
tles of cltizenship? It's just mawkish sentl-
mentalty to dlsapprove of women as jurors,

*I would mnot accept for Jury service
girls or boys just out of high school. Law-
yers und Judges hnve the privilege of exer-
cislog some control over the personnel of
the jury, They could use the sume dis
eriminatory power In the case of women,
1'"d serve If I were called.”

Mrs. Jeannette G, Brill, president of the
Brooklyn Women's Bar Assoclation, has
publicly expressed herself on the subject
of women jurors. She poluts out some of
the objections advanced In this State to
women belng ealled upon for such service,
gaylng the opposition Is found almosr en-
tirely up State, The legislators from those
districts say they are opposed because It
would be difficult for the farmers’ wives
to leave home and travel perhaps a jong
distance to the county seat for jury service
These leglslators are suggesting thut a bill
to remove the restriction In this State
agalnst women jurofs should be so worded
as to make It n permisalve mensure. .

Mrs. Brill advances the argument in favor
of jury service by women that it would
prove vastly educational. “In the fArst
place,” says Mrs. Brill, “Jury service wonld
bronden thelr legal knowledge. and this
would be helpful In thelr everyday deallngs
with tradesmen, Inndlords and others
Mothers with court experience would learn
to be fur more careful of thelr young daugh-
ters. Having had examples before their
own eyves they would realize heiter some
of the dangers that beset the path of the
young girl.”

Men of Bench and Bar Give Their Views

lected by men” added Mrs. Adoams, “but
USTICE DANIEL F. COHALAN of the

Bupreme Court of New York County

took the position that the sense of
chivalry which 1s shown toward
would prevent thelr belng compelied to be-
long to jurles before which salnclons divorce
cames are belng dlscussed,

“Innsmuch,” he continued, “as In New
York State there Is only one ground for
divorce—that of Infidelity—every divorce
rnee must have what may be Interpreted
ns an element of salaclousness,. On that
account # woman might well ask to be ex-
cused from serving on such a Jury on the
ground of sex.”

There are cases, in the opinlon of the
Justiee, however, In which women could
serve A& Jurors with men without being
placed In any embarrassment,

Frederic R. Coudert Favors
Juries to Include Women
Frederfe R. Coudert, a dlstinguished
member of the Bar of this city, who has
also had a wide experlence nbroad, sald
that women as they came Inte all the re-

wolnen

]

sponsibilities of citizenship could hardly ex.
pect to escnpe Jury duty. Whether or not
they served with those of thelr own sex or
with men jurors seemed to him mmaterial
Thelr presence In divorce cases would be
expecied, in that often In such eases women
appeared as partles to the action or as
glving testimony.

“Domestic infidelity exists,” he continued
“and It Is bound to come to the notlce of the
tribunals. Why, then, should not women
of proper age and high Intelligence, who
have so Intimate a knowledge of those mat
ters which affect the home, be called upon
to puss upon such matters?

“It 1s n false stnndard and one of pru-
dery which we have inberited from another
state of soclety which dictates any other
course. The Indecency Ues rather In the
attemnted concenlment, In the dlsgulsing of
facts of elementary soclal life rather the
In thelr frank discussion, expecially when
necessnry to effect Justice and to bring
shout n hetter state of afMalrs

“The much studied lgnoring of the so

Conftinued on Fifth Pape
\



